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should show spending increases clearly. 
Under our current baseline budgeting, 
we automatically include inflation ad-
justments for Federal programs. This 
should be replaced by a straightforward 
comparison of last year’s spending 
compared to proposed new spending. 

Our seventh principle would block 
spending outside the budget. We need 
to update the pay-as-you-go rules in 
the budget that would allow a point of 
order to lie so that any Member could 
prevent consideration of a proposal 
that did not also include offsetting 
cuts to pay for itself. Our eighth prin-
ciple is that we would review govern-
ment programs and set up another 
Grace Commission, which worked so ef-
fectively in the 1980s, to eliminate 
wasteful and duplicative spending.
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Our ninth proposal is to have an en-
hanced rescission power by the Presi-
dent so that he could identify critical 
programs, probably pork barrel pro-
grams, that he did not support spend-
ing on, send up a package to the Con-
gress, which would then ensure a rapid 
up or down vote on the President’s 
spending rescission proposal. 

Our 10th proposal is to have a clear 
presentation of the government’s full 
debts and liabilities. The Federal Gov-
ernment must account for its full share 
of accrued costs of covering pensions, 
retired pay, and other health benefits 
so we make sure that we know exactly 
financially where we stand. 

Our 11th principle is that we should 
have a clear presentation of the debt 
owed to the public. An intergovern-
mental debt should be separated from 
other public debt in disclosures. 

And our final, 12th, principle is that 
we need to enforce the rules of Con-
gress. Points of order raised against 
proposals intended to lift the uncon-
trolled deficit or to waive these restric-
tions should be unwaiverable as several 
other provisions in our rules allow. 
This would help us control the deficit. 
It would help us bring this problem to-
gether, and now it is our job to reach 
across the aisle to make this a bipar-
tisan proposal. 
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MEDICAL ISSUES AFFECTING OUR 
SOLDIERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PETRI). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of January 20, 2004, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, lis-
tening to the last speaker here on the 
floor, I almost had the feeling he was a 
Member of the minority, as though en-
forcing the rules was something that 
on his side there was not the possi-
bility to do. 

But I digress. I really came here to 
question the war. I have questioned the 
war in the past, and I really am here to 
stand and question what the Pentagon 
is saying and not saying about medical 

care and about medical issues affecting 
our soldiers. 

The Pentagon has claimed no ill ef-
fects from the use of depleted uranium. 
I have piles and piles of information 
that comes out of the Defense Depart-
ment or the War Department, whatever 
one wants to call it, that says that 
there are no problems with depleted 
uranium. Over the weekend British 
newspapers reported that the British 
Army, the British Army, our allies, are 
telling their soldiers in Iraq that DU, 
depleted uranium, can cause ill effects. 
They give them a card that tells them 
that they can go and have their urine 
checked, and they have a right, they 
should ask about it if they are having 
any problems whatsoever. 

Now, one has to wonder about our 
War Department sending our troops 
out there into war and continually de-
nying that there are problems with de-
pleted uranium in the face of the ef-
fects that we have seen among Iraqi 
women and Iraqi babies in southern 
Iraq as a result of the 1991 Gulf War. A 
600 percent increase in leukemia 
among children, a 600 percent increase 
among women delivering children hav-
ing deformed babies, 600 percent, and 
our government continues to decide 
that they can say there is no problem. 

Now, the Brits, for whatever reason, 
are more honest with their troops. 
They are not saying there is not danger 
out there. They are saying there is 
danger and here is how they can check 
to see if it is bothering them. 

I know as a doctor that the evidence 
is not conclusive. The issue needs to be 
studied. It needs to be directly gone 
after to find the answer. 

Today I picked up the newspaper. 
One can learn a lot, as Yogi Berra said, 
if one reads the newspaper. If people 
read the newspaper today, there is a 
story about a G.I. from Tennessee, a 
nice young kid from Tennessee who 
went to war and got his shots like ev-
erybody else and nearly died from an 
anthrax vaccination. We have had ar-
guments with sailors and Marines and 
soldiers for the last couple of years 
that there were some problems with 
the vaccinations. But, in fact, no, no, 
no, we are told they are going to war, 
they have got to have one of these. And 
the fact is that we now have the evi-
dence that some of the fears of our 
troops were legitimate. Just because 
somebody is a corporal or a private or 
a lance corporal does not mean that he 
does not understand or that he cannot 
be right. One does not have to have a 
colonel’s eagle on their shoulder or 
stars for a general to be correct. And 
we have treated our troops as though it 
was in their minds or, I do not know, 
some explanation. 

This young man has not recovered 
yet, but his medical claim is still pend-
ing. They do not want to blame it on 
the vaccination even though it hap-
pened right after. And there are other 
stories. I could go on with stories. But 
they remind me of my experience since 
1968 in the Vietnam War when we 

sprayed defoliant all over the trees and 
it fell down on the troops and every-
body said Agent Orange is no problem, 
Agent Orange is no problem, and we 
really did not deal with post traumatic 
stress disorder. 

On Thursday night when I got home 
I finished up what I was doing, and I 
turned on the TV at 10 o’clock, and I 
caught a program called Without a 
Trace. It is a story of a young man who 
comes back from Iraq. His business has 
gone to pieces because his brother has 
not been a very good businessman. His 
girlfriend is having a relationship with 
her boss. And he is pretty depressed, 
and he goes out and gets involved in a 
couple of armed robberies and tries to 
straighten his life out. That, my 
friends, is post traumatic stress dis-
order, and it is coming as the 100,000 
people come home. We must be pre-
pared to deal with that and acknowl-
edge it when we see it. It is our duty to 
the people that have served for us.
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THE CURTAILING OF 
INVESTIGATIONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I was deeply disturbed 
last week when I read that the Speaker 
of the House may use his authority and 
his power in the House not to extend 
the investigation into what happened 
before 9/11, what it is we did that was 
right and what it is we did that was 
wrong, what it is we knew and what it 
is we did not know that led to the trag-
edy of the World Trade Center and the 
tragic loss of life there and the largest 
terrorist attack against this Nation on 
this soil. I was deeply disturbed that 
somehow the investigation into that 
would be curtailed, that the commis-
sion would not be given the time that 
it believed professionally was nec-
essary to arrive at those answers, when 
I think about the families and how im-
portant those answers are as to what 
were the real circumstances under 
which their family members died and 
perished in the World Trade Center. I 
was deeply disturbed that the Presi-
dent said that he would only talk with 
two members of the commission, that 
there apparently is a concerted effort 
to take those members of the commis-
sion that appeared to be the most in-
tent on getting to the bottom of these 
issues and these questions on behalf of 
our Nation and on behalf of our secu-
rity and on behalf of the families, that 
they would not be allowed to talk with 
the President, to interview them, that 
they would not be allowed to share 
their notes, those who got in to see the 
President. 

It is very troubling because the 
image of 9/11 and the tragedy of 9/11 is 
absolutely seared in the mind of every 
American, those images and that trag-
edy. And for us to suggest that in any 
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